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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the application filed on 1 1/26/2003. 

2. Claims 1-28 are under examination. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 3 and 4 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 3 contains the phrase "the method of claim 3", which is treated as typographical 
error and the correct phrase should be "the method of claim 2". 

Claim 4 contains similar typographic error as of claim 3. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 

directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 26 recites "A computer program for authentication and log-in to a system, 
comprising: at least one computer readable medium; and computer readable codes 
stored on the at least one medium for performing a biometric scan of the user with a 
wireless biometric device comprising a wireless proximity detection device coupled to a 
biometric device, comparing the biometric scan of the user to stored biometric data to 
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authenticate the user, and authenticating the user". Claim 26 is merely stored so as to 
be read or outputted by a computer without creating any functional interrelationship, 
either as part of the stored data or a s part of the computing processes performed by 
the computer, and such descriptive material alone doesn't impart functionality either to 
the data as so structured, or to the computer. Therefore, claim 26 recites non-statutory 
subject matter. 

Claim 27 and 28 have limitation that are similar to those of claim 26, thus they are 
rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 26 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that, 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-5, 9-12, 15-18, 20. 21, 23-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Uchida (US Patent No. 6,751,734). 
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As per claim 1 . Uchida discloses: 

A method for authentication and log-in to a system, comprising: performing a biometric 
scan of a user with a wireless biometric device [Fig. 1, col. 7 lines 57-61] comprising a 
wireless proximity detection device coupled to a biometric device; comparing the 
biometric scan of the user to stored biometric data to authenticate the user; and 
authenticating the user [Fig. 1, col. 10 lines 1-6, col. 12 lines 15-18, col. 8 lines 66-67, 
col. 9 lines 1-8]. 

As per claim 2 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
logging the user into the system [col. 11 lines 13-29]. 

As per claim 3 . the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 

sending a signal to the system from the wireless biometric device to log the user into the 

system [Fig. 1, col. 9 lines 60-67, coL 10 lines 1-6]. 

As per claim 4 , the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
sending user identification information to a system interface antenna; and comparing 
the user identification information to an appropriate user database to log the user into 
the system [Fig. 1, co. 10 lines 7-15, col. 11 lines 58-64]. 



As per claim 5 . the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
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the biometric scan comprises at least one of a thumbprint scan, a fingerprint scan, a 
handprint scan, a retinal scan, a voice recognition, and a facial recognition [Fig. 1]. 

As per claim 9 . Uchida discloses: 

A method of accessing a system, comprising: scanning a user with a wireless biometric 
device [Fig. 1, col. 8 lines 13-16]; recognizing biometric measurements of the user and 
authenticating the user to permit access by the user to the system [Fig. 1, col, 8 lines 
58-67, col. 9 lines 1-8]; sending a wireless signal to a system device and 
communicating to the system user identification code [Fig. 1, col. 10 lines 1-6]; and 
logging the user into the system based on the user identification code [Fig. 1, col. 11 
lines 21-30, 62-64]. 

As per claim 10 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 

the system device is an antenna configured to receive a wireless signal [Fig. 1, col. 10 

lies 7-9]. 

As per claim 11 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
comparing the user identification code to stored identification code data to log the user 
into the system [Fig. 1 , col, 1 1 lines 21-30, 62-64]. 

As per claim 12 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
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the biometric device utilizes at least one of a thumbprint scan, a fingerprint scan, a 
handprint scan, a retinal scan, a voice recognition, and a facial recognition [Fig. 1]. 

As per claim 15 . Uchida discloses: 

A method of logging into a system, comprising: activating a proximity detection device 
by satisfying a required biometric measurement [Fig. 1, col. 9 lines 32-37, col. 11 lines 
.15-23, col. 12 lines 15-18]; receiving user identification data from the proximity detection 
device to the system via a wireless connection; and logging a user into the system [Fig. 
I.col. 10 lines 7-25]. 

As per claim 16 . the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
a user is scanned with a biometric device integrated with the wireless proximity 
detection device to activate the wireless proximity detection device [Fig. 1, col, 12-15, 
col. 9 lines 32-37, col. 12 lines 15-17]. 

As per claim 17 . the rejection of claim 16 is incorporated and Uchida discloses: 
biometric measurements of the user are compared to stored measurement data to 
authenticate the user, to satisfy the required biometric measurement, and to activate the 
wireless proximity detection device [Fig. 1, col. 8 lines 58-67, col. 9 lines 1-8, 32-37]. 
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As per claim 18 . the rejection of claim 16 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to limitations of claim 5. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against claim 5 above. 

As per claim 20 . Uchida discloses: 

An authentication and log-in system for accessing a secured system, comprising: a 
wireless biometric device comprising a wireless proximity detection pin coupled to a 
biometric device [Fig. 1, col. 10 lines1-6, col. 1 2lines 15-17]; a sensor disposed in the 
biometric device for performing a biometric measurement of a user [Fig. 1, col. 8 lines 
13-15]; a processing module disposed within the wireless biometric device for 
conducting the biometric measurement of a user [col. 8 lines 58-65], authenticating the 
user, and transmitting a wireless communication of authenticated user identification 
code to the secured system [col. 8 lines 66-67, col. 9 lines 1-8, 32-37, Fig. 1]; a device 
disposed in the secured system for receiving the authenticated user identification code; 
and a log-in module disposed within the secured system for comparing authenticated 
user identification code to stored identification code and for logging the user into the 
secured system [Fig. 1, col. 11 lines 21-30, 62-64]. 

As per claim 21 , the rejection of claim 20 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to limitations of claim 5. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against claim 5 above. 
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As per claim 23 . it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 1 . 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

As per claim 24 . it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 9. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 9 above. 

As per claim 25 . it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 15. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 15 above. 

As per claim 26 . it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 1. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

As per claim 27 . it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 9. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 9 above. 

As per claim 28 . it encompasses limitations that are similar to limitations of claim 15. 
Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 15 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole- would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



6. Claims 6, 13. 19 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Uchida (US Patent No. 6,751,734) and in view of Wong et al (US 
Patent No. 6,260,021). 

As per claim 6 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Uchida discloses 
authenticating and log-in the system [Fig. 1]. Uchida doesn't expressively mention a 
picture and archival communication system (PACS). 

Wong teaches: a system is a picture and archival communication system and an 
interface of the system is PACS workstation [Fig. 1 or 2]. Further, Wong teaches the 
authorization process for providing the user access to the system [Fig. 4]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Wong with Uchida, since one would have been 
motivated to enable the uniform access to and ready distribution of medical images and 
associated records [Wong, col. 1 lines 8-9] and provide an authentication mechanism 
with high security, free from a trouble of remembering a password [Uchida, col, 2 lines 
11-14). 
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As per claim 13 . the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to limitations of claim 6. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against claim 6 above. 

As per claim 19 . the rejection of claim 15 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to limitations of claim 6. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against claim 6 above. 

As per claim 22 . the rejection of claim 20 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to limitations of claim 6. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against claim 6 above. 

7. Claims 7, 8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Uchida (US Patent No. 6,751.734) and in view of Kuth (US Patent No. 6,684,093). 

As per claim 7 . the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Uchida discloses 
authenticating and log-in the system [Fig. 1]. Uchida doesn't expressively mention a 
medical modality system. 

Kuth teaches: the system is a medical modality system and the interface of the system 
is an operator interface of the medical modality system [Fig. 1]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Kuth with Uchida, since one would have been 
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motivated to prevent the incorrect assignment of the data [Kuth, coL 1 lines 19-22] and 
provide an authentication mechanism with high security, free from a trouble of 
remembering a password [Uchida, col. 2 lines 11-14]. 

As per claim 8 , the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Kuth teaches the medial 
modality system is an imaging system [Fig. 1]. 

As per claim 14 , the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated and it encompasses limitations 
that are similar to limitations of claim 7. Thus, it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against claim 7 above. 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record arid not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 



Hamid et al (US 6877097) ™ Security access method and apparatus. 
Elias et al (US 7003316) — System and method for wireless transactions. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nirav Pate! whose telephone number is 571-272-5936. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm (M-F). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 

organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 

applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 

information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 

more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 

have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 

* 

Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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